Process matters! Northerners have long advocated
for the right to be not subjects or passive observers of research, but actively involved. The outcome of not including Northerners in the authorship of these principles is to reduce the likelihood of adoption by those to whom this manifesto is directed. Participatory methods, while requiring time and effort, lead not only to better outcomes, but to better products as well.
2. Who is a "qualified advisor"? Principle 3 states that "proposed actions and decisions about the North must be informed by independent councils of qualified advisors…. " (p. iii 3. The policy-making process. Principle 3 also states that "proposed actions and decisions about the North… must be based on science and knowledge rather than sociopolitical ideology, economic expediency, or national selfinterest, and with respect for diverse worldviews" (p. iii).
Those who work at the interface of science and policy are well aware that science is only one factor considered by decision makers. Sometimes, and for good reasons, social and economic interests as well as national and international interests do influence policy options, and ultimately, policy choices. It is important to remember that Northerners have long sought the right to make decisions on their own behalf. This right is of such importance that the Arctic Social Indicators Project, endorsed by the Arctic Council, has recognized fate control as a metric of well-being.
4. Sensitive data. Principle 7 argues that "data collected in the public domain, in the context of public good, through common resources, on public land, or with public funds must…be made freely available…" (p. iii). A few important exceptions to this principle are not noted, including the responsibility of public and Aboriginal governments to protect sensitive data (such as personal health information, precise locations of sensitive cultural sites, and proprietary data) and the rights of Aboriginal governments and peoples to set guidelines regarding ownership of, access to, and use of their traditional knowledge.
What knowledge is needed? What gets funded and who
decides what research will take place strongly influences what scientific information is available. The vast majority of funding for science in northern Canada comes from agencies south of 60˚. The upside is that Northerners benefit from a level of investment in knowledge acquisition that is beyond the investment potential of northern agencies. However, the downside is that Northerners often have limited opportunity to influence policy and investment decisions regarding science. We would like to suggest an additional principle: Northerners need to be given the opportunity to influence science-funding priorities.
